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2. This opinion contains indications relating to the following items: 
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IV 
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Reasoned statement under Rule 66.2(aXii) with regard i*» n*>velt\-. inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statcmeni 



ilication 



3. The applicant is hereby invited to reply to this opinio 



When? 
How? 
Also 



See the time limit indicated above. Tho opp li oant t i 
Authority to grant an oKtons i on.. soo Rulu 66.a(d). 

By submitting a written reply, accompanied, where appropriate, by anicntlincnis. .iceordini: in Rule 66. .V 
For the form and the language of the amendments, see Rules 66.8 and 

For an additional opporoinity to submit amendments, see Rule 66.4. 
For the examiner's obligation to consider amendments and or argument, sve Rule (>6.4 i)is. 
For an informal communication with the examiner, see Rule 66.6. 
If no reply is filed, the international preliminary examination report wilt be establish. .1 on the basis ..fihis iipinit»n. 
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examination report must be established according to Rule 69.2 is: 12 MAY 2000 
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1. Basis of the opinion 



1. This opinion has been drawn on the basis of (Substitute sheets which have been furnished to flir m ciyin^ Office in response to an 
invitadon under Article 14 are referred to in this opinion as "origirudly filed".}: 

I I the international application as originally filed. 

[x] the description, pages i:52 . as originnlly tiled. 

pages NONE ^ fjig^j ^^jd^ demaiul. 



pages 



NONE 



, filed with the letter ot* 



3cl the claims. Nos. _NONE_ 



Nos. >^QNE 
Nos. 
Nos. 



1-29 



NONE 



, as originally filed. 

, as amended under Article IV. 

, tiled with the demand. 

, tiled with the letter of 



fx] the drawings, sheets/fig ii 



10 



sheets/% NONE 



sheets/6g NONE 



, as originally tiled. 
, filed witli the dcnKtiuI. 
, filed with the letter oT 



2. The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 
fx] the description. page ^^NE 



He] the claims, Nos. ^QNE 



Px] the drawings, sheets/6g NONE 



This opinion has been estabUshed as if (some ot) the amendments had not been made, since thev ha\ e been 
considered to go beyond the disclosure as filed, as indicated in the SuppIemonUil Box Additional tibsen ations below 
(Rule 70.2(c)). 

4. Additional observations, if necessary: 
NONE 
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V. Reasoned statement under Rule 66.2(a)(ii) with regard to nnvclty, inventive step or industrial upplicaijility; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 



1. STATEMENT 



Novelty (N) 


Claims 


1-29 


YF.5; 




Claims 


NONE 


NO 


Inventive Step (IS) 


Claims 


NONE 


YP5; 




Claims 


N29 


NO 


Industrial Applicability (LA) 


Claims 


1-29 


YP<; 


Claims 


NONE 


NO 



2. CITATIONS AND EXPLANATIONS 

Claims 1-29 lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as beiin; cihvious over Sclion c( al in view nf Ituw et al. Schon 
etal disclose stable microcmulsion fuel compositions comprising (a) a hydrocarbon t'lioi such as dicsel fuel, jot fuel, gasoline, 
or fuel oil; (b) water, and (c)a cosurfactant combination of methanol and a fatty acid pnninlly neutralized by a nitrogenous base. 
The fatty acid component may be saturated or unsaturated having 8 tti 22 carbon atoms mul the nitrogenous base includes 
ammonia, amines, and allcanolamines. The claimed additive is taught when alcohol eoiupt>nent (a) is methanol and component 
(c) is a fatty acid in combination with a source of nitrogen with optional component (b) iidl present. Ititw el al leach the addition 
of higher alcohols having 10 to 16 carbon atoms as a mutual solvent for pclroleum fuel Mends eiMitaining methanol. The higher 
alcohols of Itow meet the claim limitation for component (b) and it would have been ohvinns lo have combined the methanol 
fiiel compositions. 

Claims 1*29 lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious over VVen/.el et al. Wenzel et al disclose 
fuel compositions for use in internal combustion engines comprising a water-in-oil cmulsiun nfCa) a hydroearinm fuel such 
as gasoline, diesel fuel or fuel oil; (b) water, (c) a water-soluble alcohol such as mcthannl. cdiannl. isopropam.l. or mixtures; 
and (d) a combination of surface-active agents to provide a clear composition which is sinhlc ag.ninst phase separation over a 
wide range of temperatures. The surface active agents include (i) a salnrated or unsaiunitcd WiWy acid salt having 12-18 
carbon atoms wherein the salt may be an ammonium salt and (ii) an ethylene oxide c»»iut(-ns:ition <)r eslerillcation. product. 
Wenzel et al meet the claim limitations of the additive combination. 



■ NEW CITATIONS 



US 4.083.698 A (WENZEL et al) II April 1978, see col. I. line 15 to col. 8. line 21. 
(Continued on Supplemental Sheet) 
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VL Certain documents cited 



I. Certain published documents (Rule 70.10) 

Application No. Publication Date iMling Date I'rioriiy tl;ite (valid claim) 

Patent No. (day/monih/year) {dny/month/year} (ciny/inonth/year) 



US. A. 5.968.211 19 OCTOBER 1999 MAY lO'^S 



2. Non-written disclosures (Rule 70.9) 

Dale of urilleii disclosure 

Kind of non-written disclosure Date of non-written disclosure ivlcrring to non-w ritten disclosure 

(day/month/year) (dny/momh/year) 
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VIII. Certain observations on the international application 



The following observations on the clarity of the claims, description, and dniw iiigs or on ihc « |i test ion w hcthcr tlic claims are fully 
supported by the description, are made: 

Claims 1-29 are objected to under PCT Rule 66.2(aXv) as lackinj: clariiy under !'( 1' Article 0 because ihc claims are 
indefinite for the following reason(s): 

In claim 1. the phrase "having a viscosity similar to that of the liijiiid combusiii'ii lud " is unclear because the term 
"similar** is relative and the liquid combustible fuel is not set forth. 

In claim I, "aromatic organic compounds'* and "compounds of |ilicnanthrcne" :mv (ucrlappinc in scnpe. 

In claim 1. the phrase "and other organic diacids" is unclear. 

In claim 1. the parenthetical phrase "(e.g., alkyl or alkenyt)** is improper claim !:inuiiaue. 

In claim 4. the claim ends in a comma which is improper. 

In claims !7-19, 23-25 and 29. "26* aqueous ammonia" is unclear. 
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Supplemental Box 

(To be used when the space in any of the preceding boxes is noi siilTicicnt) 



Continuation of: Boxes I - VIII 



Sheet 10 



TIME LIMIT: 



The time limit set for response to a Written Opinion may not Ik- extended. 37 ( *I U 1 .4K4(cl). An>' response received 
after the expiration of the time limit set in the Written Opinion will not Ik considered in prcp;iriny the Intcnuiiional 
Preliminary Examination Report. 



V. 2. REASONED STATEMENTS - CITATIONS AND EXPLANATIONS (Continuctl): 
US 4,384.872 A (KESTER et al) 24 May 1983, see col. L line 54 to col. 3, line 48. 
US 4,527,995 A (ITOW et al) 09 July 1985, sec col. I, line 36 to col. 6. 
US 5,004,479 A (SCHON et al), 02 April 1991, see col. 3, line 40 to col. 5. line 15. 
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